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ABSTRACT " . - • - . ----- 

The citation s.tudy "technigue , known as bibliometr ics , 
wa*s undertaken in this study to evaluate scholarly exchange among the 
core journals in the field of. communication. The journals studied 
were "Central States Speech JournaJ.," "Communication Research," 
"Journal of 3roedcasting / "_" Journal of Communication," "Journalism 
Quarterly," "Public Opinion Quarterly," "Quarterly Journal of 
Speech," "Human Communication Research," and "Communication 
Monographs." From the number of articles published each year from 
1975 through 1979, the following measures were constructed:_the 
number of articles published, the number of citations made, the 
number of citations made per article, and the ratio of citations 
received to citations made. Results iriSUc>ted that (1) most citations 
were to other core communication publications, (2) despite an 
apparent" trend toward theoretical integration in some areas of 
communication 'research, there remained a rather distinct grouping of 
interests, and (3) the "Public Opinion Quarterly" was the only 
journal that did not reciprocate citations with other communication 
publications. (HOD) 
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A 3ibliometric Evaluation of Core Journal* in Communication Research 

Publication and citation accounting techniques have been used in the . 
assessment of scientific activity for at least 50 years (Narin, 1977), 
Studies have been conducted for two purposes; (1) <as tools for the librarian 
in evaluating particular collections, and (2) to evaluate scientific activity. 
The citation study technique, known as bibliometrics, has proved valuable for 
both purposes. The present research was undertaken to evaluate scholarly ^ 
exchange between the core journals in the field oft communication.' The study . 
assumes that .a meaningful relationship exists between a scholarly paper' and 
some other paper that>t cites or that cites it, .^Journal reference is an 
indication that an author has read an article and thinks that it is important 
enough to bring to/the attention of other scholars. Consequently, the more 
often a journals articles are cited, the more researchers in a given field' ac- 
knowledge that journal as a transmitter of Important scientific information. 

In addition to providing, evaluative information about communication " . 
journals, this study also viewed -citation links between journa/s as important 
indicators of communication behavior per se. Communication /esearchers. must 
tolerate one of'the worst'cases of information' scatter that can be found in the 
sciences (Paisley, 197$. The interdisciplinary, nature of research activity ^ 
and training ties the field not to one but several information bases.. Further, 
thei information bases are most frequently tied to disciplines (e.g. psy- ^ 
chology, sociology analogy) whicl have different traditions for segment- 
ing and indexing their research. -Paisley (1972) offered a quote from a 1966 . 
paper by Schramm as a. summary of; the problem of information scatter in. com- 

munication: , > / 

■•'Every discipline concerned with human society and ha^n>e^/r *tt« 
necessarily be concerned about communication. It is no accident that 
^the past'L years of communication research) has involved p^y- 
• chotogTsts, sociologists, anthropologics, political scientists, 

l-Lnmiists' educators, and mathematicians, as well as the 
■ "Sara Kvely Z U group of individuals who think pf themselves 
prSrily as communication scholars. This is salutary because the 
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methods and ins^hts of all these disciplines can- be brought to 
bear on the study of communication, but on the other hand it re- 
quires any student of communication to look in many / places £©r 
his basic material. A student of pre-Cambrian geology, to ta&y 
a contrasting example, can l*e reasonably sure that tfce chief papers • 
in the field will be written by geologists, that they will be listed 
together and wi^l build oft one another; bi^t a student who wants .t;o 
comprehend the sum total of existing knowledge of human communica- 
tion must search at Least half a dozen scholarly fields (an under- 
estimate), and he can be fairly sure that the articles will go off § 
in many directions* and will not all build on one another. This is 
pne of the reasons why a unified and systematic theory of human 
communication has been slow tc^emerge. 11 * 

Parker, Paisley, and Garrett (1966) first used bibliometric analysis in^ 
an attempt to describe empirically the information scatter problem. 0 They 
analyzed 9,9Q0 citations appearing in 17 academic journals from\950 to 1965 
and found that the citations were, scattered across 714 cited journals. In 
other words, these 17 journals (which includA six communication journals 
published, at the time — Journal of Communication , Journal of Broadcasting, 
Public Opinion Quarterly , Journalism Quarterly , Journal of Advertising Re- 
search, and Audio-Visual Communication' Review) 1 cited 714 separate journal • 

titles. In an analysis of the citation connections between .the same journals, 

t . * * 

it was shown that the separate journals were actually unconnected sublitera- 

* - * * \ 

tures. Cluster analyses found that each of -the journals belonged to separate 

groups as indicated by several empty cells in the j our nal-by- journal cita- 



X 

titon matrix. v 



r 

The first question in our study was &bout changes in the structure of the . 
communication literature. New areas of communication research gave "been intro- 
"duced, academic units have been created or reorganized, and new journals de- ^ \ 
voted to communication research have begun. Has the information scatter problem 
been eliminated? Has the dependence' of communication researchers on other lit- 
eratures increased or decreased?;" tfhat can be said 'about communication rateftcch 
as a unified literature? * • 

Second, what can be said about the new communication journals established* 
in the last ten years? How have these journals "defined themselves as determined 



by their citation links vita other 'literatures? How important are these 
journals for scholars' publishing; in -other communication journals "for % 
scholars publishing :in other communication journals and in other social . 
science journals? Wtatjjre the link's between these new journals and the 
more ^established journals? Do the new journals have unique roles ±n the 
field or do they merely supplement older .journals? What evidence is there . 
that new .journals are needed te that older journal's sU. establish differ- 
ent orientations? Are there needed links between areas of communication re- 
search that a new journal could provide? t 

Third, the organization of academic departments in communication is 
currently being discussed in several universities and hasten accomplished 
recently in others.^ Does the exchange of > scholar ly information have any 
bearing on which units should be combined and. on what form the- larger units 
should take? What is the nature of the scholarly exchanges that take place, 
for example, between speech departments .and. schools of journalism, or between'- 
interpersonal researchers and mass media researchers? 

Biblioaetric analyses have been shown to be useful for these purposes in 
other research areas (Garfield, Maline and- Small, 197*). These same strategies 
. have also been used to determine a core set of journals in areas like communica- 
tion jSubramanyam, 1976). However, most autho.s who discuss the application of 
citation analyses to journal evaluations and academic exchange are quick to point 
out the limitations of these data. Like most evaluative infomat ion, ■ citation 
' data should not be applied without consideration of other* input, both sub- 
jective and objective. A growing body of literature does suggest* that cita- 
tion data can provide a relatively objective evaluation for journal edit6rs/ 
the academe associations that publish journals, and the' researchers who con- 
tribute to' the journals, as well as- provide information about n*ew research 
specialties, and a detection of the interdisciplinary character of research 
programs and projects (larfield, Malin and'Small, 1978). 

f 5 



' *J, „ Methods' • 1 

Most of the data required for bibliometric analysis are available in 

J f 

the Social Science Citation Index (SSCI) and the yearly summary analyses 
reported in the Journal Citatiofl Reports ( JCR) . The 1979 JCR, for example, 
was, based on 8 million citations from the references of over 700,000 articles 

- : > ■ 

published in the 1979 idtaes of 6,000 journals. Although JCR is mostly 
concerned with citations from th^ SSCI, references to articles catalogued in 
the Science Citation Indax and the Arts and Humanities^Cit^tion Index are also 
included. ThlsfN&leviates citation problems for multidisciplinary research ; 
areas such as CQmmunication. The following are th^ most essential data ^sed 
to create the JCR: (l5 titles ^nd yekrs of publication of social science 

V 

journals cited during a given yfear and the titles of the journals whiph cited 
them; and (2) titles of articles in\a given year and the titles and yeara of * 
all journals which they cited during that year. From this information several m 
different descriptive statistics are computed which describe journal performance 
as well as interaction among journal^. . 1 

The -statistics reported in the JCR apply to these basic questions: 
v l. How often has a journal been cited?" 
n 2. TJoes the material felted in a particular journal come primarily from 
older articles, new articles, ox;' does the citation pattern show chronological^ 
consistency-?-^ 

3. What journals have" been r cited bySthe particular t£oarnal? 

4. How often has a journal cited other journals?^ » * . 
Is the journal citing' old or new material? , € 

6. What proportion of these citations ar& self-citations? In ^summary, 

who uses a particular journal, how frequently, and for what 'purpose? -With par- 

ticular reference to the field of communication, how much .cross-citatlpn exists 

V 

within, the field of communication and is there a strong allegiance to communica- 
tion research or do strong ties exist to other disciplines? 



---.TWffr-st^p in the -analysis was to select a core set of journals.. 
Initially, nine journals were selected which were (1) referenced by SSCI, ^ 
(2). concerned primarily with communication research and,. (3) 'in the judgment 
of an informal sample of manbers, were consulted an<f used .... publication ' 
outlet hy researchers in the various divisions of tfhe International Co^unica- 
tion Association. Later empirical analyses showed that these journals were 
clearly the most influential in the field. The journals used were: 

Central States Speech Journal (CCSJ) ^ , 

gommun icat ion Researc h (CR) 

Journal of Broadcasting (JOB) 

» 

Journal of Communication f ( J0C ) » • 

Journalism Quarterly (JQ) *- 
o ■ "Public Opinion Quarterly (POW) 

o » 

Quarterly Journal of ^Speech (QJS) 

3 

Human Communication Research (HCR) 

' 4 
. - rnrnm nniratton Monographs ^Speech Monographs) 

The amount of ^data collect^rf4s limited by the coverage of the JCR. 
The first JCR for SSCI was 1977 fd the latest available was 1979 (the 1980 
isaue will be available in late .1^81 and will eventually be added to the data 
set! ^fPllowing_„4ata were available from the JCR for. each of the journals 
covered (wit n the- except ion of HCR): 

• 1. The total number of cita.tions made by a journal to all other sources. 
' \ The total number' of citations made by. the journal to each of the nine 
V J 

other journals studied. , 

3 . ' The total number of' citations received by a journal from all other 

' ■ . . . - • - - r 

sources covered by SSCI* ^ v , ^ 

4. The total number of citations received by a journal from each of the 

nine journals studied* 



/ For the 1977 through 1979 issues of Human Communication Research , items 

1, 2, and 4* were collectfed by hand.^ item number three could not be obtained 

without the use of the full universe of "SSCI data. There is also a bias 

in the 'data for HCR. JCR reports cites made to or received by a specific 

journal only if the journal makes (or receives) 6 or more citations in a year. 

Citations contributed by a journal, which total fewer than 6 are put into an 

•"other" category and are included in the total number of citations made (or 

received) for the year. The result is that item 1 above should be the same 

for the JCR data and ^fehe hand-tabulated data, but items 2 and 4 may be more 
s 

conservative In v the JCR, data. 

For all nine journals, the number of articles publisheS each year from 
1975 through 1979 were collected. From these data, the following measures 
were constructed: 

1. *The number of .articles published (Table 1).- 0 

/ 

2. "The number of citations mad^e (Table 1). 
3 # The number of citations made per article (Table 2). 

4. The ratio of citations received to citations made (Table 2) • 
This number indicates a journals importance based on the relative balance 
of outgoing to incoming citations., The higher the ratio, the more a journal 
is used. 

5. The ratio of self -citations received to all citations received (Table 
' 2). ' 

6. The percentage of citations to other core communication journals 
(Table 3). 

7. The percentage of citations to other core communication journals that 
'are self -citations (Table 3)« ' * m * 

8. Xhe percentage of ail c\tes that were self -citations (Table 3). 
■> f 9 # . the journal/year units<\ TM* value indicates the number of journal 

issues from which citations to core communication journals are taken. 

ERIC . - 8 
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10." A discipline Impact factor (DIF) (Table 4). This value was first 
proposed by Hir'st (1978) as a measure of a journal's importance within a set 
of core journals.' For each journal J, the DIF equals the number of citations ^ 
to 1975-1979 issues .of journal J made by 1977-1979 'issues^of all nine core 
communication journals (including self -citations) divided by the total n*mber„ _ f 
of articles, published in J during 1975-1979. The DIF is similar to the im- 
pact factor (a measure from thTjCR discussed below), but uses only the core 

consoun ication journals. 

• il. A matrix V citations made by citations received (Table : 5>. This 
shows the pattern 'of citations among the core journals. The diagonal shows the 

self -citations for each journal. 

Two additional statistics were selected from the available JCR statistics: 
12. An impact factor indicates the frequency with which the average 
cited article in a journal has been cited in a given year (Table 4) . This 
'statistic is computed for each journal and is the ratio of the citations made 
to the last two years of the journal, to the number of articles published in 
those two years. This yields an average number pf citations per article. 
This' ratio tends to discount the advantage of large, established arid frequently 
issued journals over those that are small (in terms of circulation), new, 
and issued fewer times per year". The higher the impact factor, the more 
' likely it is. that -articles from a particular journal are being used by other 
% scholars. 

13. The journal half-life statistic indicates the historical importance 
of a journal (Table 4). The specific value for journal half-life is the number 
of journal publication years, from the current year back, whose articles account 
for 50% of the total citations received in a given year. A short half-life 
implies that most citations to a particular journal were to the most recent 
years of the journal, whereas a longer half-life shows that recent, citations 



to a journal emphasize older volumes of the journal* For ©cample, a half- 
-life of 3.7 means that A 50X of the citations to a particular journal in a 
given year were to issues, of the journal that are £t least 3.7 years old. 
Half-life da^a were available for ojaly five of the journals and only for two 
years, 1978 and 1979., t X 

In an attempt to identify the next tier of relevant journals in # com- 
munication, we generated a list of all journals cited by any of the nine core 

t 

communication journals in the period covered (1977-1979). To be considered, 
a 'journal had to be cited more times than the minimum required for listing by 
title in the JCR. These flata produced a list of 54 journals from the JCR , 
data and* 98 journals from the list for HCR. The two lists combined yielded 
( 134 non-redundant journal titles* 




Results 

There was little variance in the number of articles published from 1975 
to 1979 for each of the n^ne^core journals (Table 1). There was, however, con- 
siderable variance in the average number of articles per journal over the^same 

>* < 

period. The mean number of articles published varied from 30.2 (QJS) to 101 
(JQ) . There were also considerable differences in the number of citations 
' made in* each of the journals. The mean number of citations per article for 
1977 to 1*979 rangefl* f rom 11 X (JOC) to 35.3 (HCR). The measure of citations 
received relative to citations made shows that with one 'exception (POQ) , com- 
munication journals make far more,, references than they receive, even when self- 
citations are included in thejt^lly (although data are missing^or Communica- 
tion Monographs and Human Communication Research) . Exluding POQ, communication 
journals on the average make five citations for every one that, they receive 

A X 

(Table 2). 

Table 3 shows that on the average, 13% of the citations in the core journal* 

are to other communication journals (including self-citations). The range is 
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from Ut for QJS to 20* for «. While this represencflitcle variance in ■ 
each journal's reliance on, the other core co-nunliatlon publication^, there 
1, a peat deal o£ variance In the percentage of the communication citations 
th at are self-citations' (column « Table 3), For example, while only IS of 
the cl^es k POQ are to other communication Journals, 79* of those cites are 
to POQ.. Conversely, CSSJ, which has about the same percentage of citations io 
other communication Journals as POQ, cites 'Itself only 9* of the time. I> 
average percentage of self -citations is.« across the nine' communication 
journals^ The ratio of Semites to all citations made Is she™ In column 3 • 
of Table 3 and ranges from 1% (CSSJ) to 142 (JQ) . ' . 

The two impact factors (Table 4) indicate a. journal's influence outside 
of the field of communication (the impact factor reported by the Journal - 
CitaacnRe^ and 'influence specific to communication (the Discipline Impact 
Factor computed from just' the nine communication journals) . The two sets of 
values Uow different influence patterns, as indicated by the low rank-order 
correlation between the scores (r-. 22, n-8, n.s.). From the available data, 
HCR is the most influential journal within' the field, although, unfortunately, 
lt is impossible to compare this result with an external rating. The leading- 
journal in external influence was POQ. Interestingly, POQ was one of the , 
lowest rated journals when just commu^Ion~journals were considered. JOC and 
CR were also rated several ranks higher in the external ranking^than in the 

internal ranking. * 

The Dt* statistic provided empirical support for selection of the nine core 
journals In this study. There' were no other Journals (of those analyzed by 
the JCR) that had higher DIP. scores. Of the 90 other Journals that were cited 

' by any Of the core communication Journals, only 22 received eight or more cite- . 
tions. A DIF score was. ccputed for each of these Journals for which the number 
of articles published 'in 1975-1979 could' be determined. While the DIP. scores 

' for the core Journals ranged fro. 1.36 to 0.27, ^the highest score for a non-core 

11 
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journals 0.18 for the American Political-Science Review .- The APSR received. 
45 citat4insfrom the core journals, -but they represented only -5 journal/Tear - 
units. 5 The other journals most". cited by the core communication journals are 
listed in Table 5. 

Journal half -life data were available for only five of the core journals 
(Table .4). While- these^ data are too limited to draw any well-substantiated ^ 
conclusions, "it is 'of note that POQ has a half-life of greater than 10 years 
(the maximum computed by JCR) , while the' other journals have considerably 
shorter half -lives. This suggests that citations to POQ are to older articles 
(on the average, over 10 years old), whereas citations'to JOC, for example, are 
to more recent issues. Unfortunately, these data could indicate that a journal 
has either very important older articles or has not published recent articles 
that have been heavily cited. 

* Data from the matrix of journal-to-journal "citations shown in Table 6 
were plotted, in Figure 1. The ^ournaljietwork was constructed using the NEGOPY 
criteria for analyzing communication links between n nodes (Rogers and Kincaid, 
1981). Only those links greater than the mean link (excluding' .diagonal values) 



were plotted.. The different sized lines indicate the strength of the citation 
\links. The exact values for self -citation and strength of the links are in- > 
dYcated in Table 4. Links without arrows are bi-directional. 

The network analysis showed that the nine journals fell into two groups; 
' speectv-oriented journals (QJS, CCSJ, and CM) 'and mass communication journals 
(JQ, CR, POQ, JOB and JOC) , with HCR as the bridge between the two groups. 
Although there are exceptions for specific journal articles, a majority of t^e 
articles published in the two groups are consistent with these labels. The 
speech journals, have strong links' to each other,, but no links to other communica- 
tipn journals except HCR. CM is the only journal with strong links to HCR 
and is the only reciprocated link to HCR. HCR,,' in turn, has links to JOC, and. 

12 
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JOQ* but'thesflinks are not reciprocated. .Within the mass communication , 
cluster, it was found that all journals ^cite POQ, but POQ reciprocates none . 
of the li«*s. JQ and JOC 'each have links t^four other journals and links 

x r 

from three. ^ 

Discission 

Compared to the data from the Parker, et al., study of citations from 195d 
to 1965, these data indicate that_ communication researchers are less dependent 
on- other social science journals in the conduct of their research. A greater 
percentage of citations in the last five years are citations to other core 
communication publications." This difference is likely even greater than a 
comparison of present and past researched indicate because the past study 
used several non-communication journals in the creation of a core list. 
• Despite an apparent trend toward theoretical integration in some areas . . 
of communication research, there remains a /ather distinct grouping of interests. 
Perhaps the administrative organization of scholars in' communication is morj 
influential in determining communication patters than substantive similarities 
in the content of scholarship. It is also possible that despite newer depart- 
m ents of'co^municaeion, which tend to combine research interests across the two- 
network groups, a substantial influence remains from more traditional interests 
v^h as rhetoric and journalism. Academic associations such as the Speech 
Communication Association' and the Association for Education in Journalism may 

also influence these groups. , 

interestingly, the one journal which bridges *hese' groups (BCD is a newer 
journal published by an association with fewer ties to the more traditional 
divisions in communication research, ft is the journal where interpersonal 
and mass communication interests are most likely toUeet, aUhough,by follow- 
ing the directional links, mass communication researchers are more likely to 
see the speech Vindication material than vice versa. The other important 
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journal in communication is POQ. If an author wanted the largest possible 
audience (in terms of cit^tionf), POQ would 'be the journal of choice, as well 
as the journal' most likelyJ^o gain recognition for an author outside of com- 
munication. It- is, however, the only journal t^at does not reciprocate cita- t 
t^ons with ^ther^c^unication Of 2224 citations made from 1977 

to 1979, only 60 were to any of the other eight communication journals. - / 

WfcLl'e these data ^re relevant Xo publication policy issues such as the 
creation df '.new journals and the grading of current journal practices, the data 
do not suggest exactly what the policies should be. In light of the two-group 
network found here, a new journal might propose to further bridge the groups 
or define an audience within* a single group. Established journals could 
alter editorial decisions for either of the same purposes. For purposes of 
grading existing journals, iy±s ,worth noting that a large amount of varianc 
exists in the use of different publications. While the number of citations 
that articles receive is certainly not a sufficient reason to question the 
overall contribution of a journal, it may be worth considering the costs of 
maintaining scfme journals. There are several instances of entire journal issues 
,that have not received even one citation five years after publication. 

The primary use of these bibliometric data should be to evaluate the rela- 
tive contribution of each journal. It is difficult, however, to attach an 
absolute value td most of the statistics. For example, an Impact factor of 
0.43 Xthe average for communication journals) means that; in a given year, tfre 
average journal article was cited less than once. But the qualifications on 
this number are Important. First, the statistic only applies to other journals 
referenced by SSCI or the similar indexes -for the physical sciences and humati- 
Jities. It does not include citations in convention papers, book chapters, 
unpublished manuscripts, books, technical reports, grant proposals and other 
documents. Second, it is possible (although from past data Unlikely) that 



o 
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existing, issues of particular journals will become more important in the 

< \ 
future. ' 

It is also worth noting that communication journals do not do as well as 
core journals in related social sciences. Eor example, the average Impact 
factor for the top ten journals in psychology is' 3.54 compared to 0.43 in com- 
munication. 6 • The- average Impact factor for the 12 journals most cited; outside 
of the core communication journals, is 1.86. On the other hand, there is 
evidence that communication journals provide Important links between larger 
literatures. 'While the average percentage of citations to core journals in 
communication is only 13%, the majority of citations in psychology journals 
(and journals in most other social sciences) are to other core journals in the 
same discipline. ' These data si^gest that the information scatter problem has 
lessoned somewhat, but communication research still remains very much an inter- 
disciplinary activity dependent on a wide range of information bases. 
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Notes ; 

1. The Qon-communication journals used in* this study were: American B ehavipral 
Scientist , American Documentation , American Educational Research Journal , 
American Psychologist , American Sociological Review , Behavioral Science, Journal 
of Personality and Social Psychology , Journal of Educationa l Psychology, Journal 
of V erbal Learning and Verbal Behavior , Psychological Bulletin , and Sociometry. 

* 1 

2. These questions were taken from the Journal Citation Reports , 1979, p. 7-a. _ * 

3. Human Communication Research was not covered by Social Science Citation ' 
Index. 

4. Speech Monographs became Communication Monographs af«r the 1975 volume* 
Data were merged where available and appropriate. 

5. The journal/year unit is the set of citations from one year for one journal. 
This index was developed to indicate when a journal cited heavily by another 
journal in a single volume was having a disproportionate effect on the DIF. A 
relatively low value indicates that citations come from fewer volumes of the 
citing journal; a high value indicates that several volumes of the citing journal 
are responsible for the overall number of citations. 

6. The top ten journals in psychology were: Psychologi cal Review, Cognitive 
Psychology , Annual Review of Psychology , American Psychologist , Psychological 
Bulletin , Journal of Experimental Psychology (animal behavior and general titles), 
Psychosomatic Medicine , Journal of Personalityland Social Psychology and Journal 
of Abnormal Psychology . It is interesting to riote that the impact factors for 

6 of the 10 titles have declined sindfe 1977. Scores for three journals were 
stable and scores for one, Psychological Bulletin , increased. 
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Table l. Number of Article*, Published an* Citations Made inline 

v „ .1 



Gore Communication Journals 



w 

Core Journals 
Cent States Spch J 


1 1975 " 


1976> 


1977 


-.1978 


1979 


Total 


X 


1977 


38 • 


41 


30 


24 


29- 


162 


32'. 4 


617 


Connn Mono/ Spch Itono 




<* 

31 


• 33 


32 


26 






971 


Connnunication Res 


25 


22 


21 • 


23 


20 


111 


22.2 


509 


4 

Human Co mm Res 


28 


28 


34 


31 


54 : 


- 155" 


-"31 


"~ Art*! 

- - 997 


J of Broadcasting 


34 


43 


37 


35 


35 


184 


36.8 


673 


J of Communication 


83 - 


. 89 


105 


99 


94 


• 470 


94 


1252 


Journalism Quar 


103 . 


101 


110 


107 


84 


505 


101 • 


1981 


Public Qpin Quar 


28 


47 


47 


54 


46 


222 


44.4 


645 


Quar J of Speech ' 


32 5 


_32 


30 


28 


- 29 


151 


30.2 


1041 



includes revil|f and non-review articles. 
2 Includes self-fcitations. 
' 3 S D e ech Monographs became Plication Monographs after the. 1975 volume. 
Data were merged where available and appropriate. 

4 Not covered by Social Scien ce Citation" Index. ^ f 



.C itations Made " 
TQ7S , 1979 Total X 



485 
758 
533 

1212- .- ' 

1318 

1060 

1010 

980 . 



874 1976 659 

677 ' 2406 802 

543 • 1585 528 

1282 349*8, 1166 

600' 2591 864 

1073 3385 1128 

1733 5188 1729 

569 2224,. ...741. 

918 2939 980 



9 



17 



18 



16 



Tabla 2. Citations Per Article, Ratio of Citations. Received to 
Citations Made for Nine Core Communication Journals' 



Core Journals 

Cent State^ Spch J 

, 2 * 

Com Mono/Spch Mono 

Communication Res 
3 

Human Comm Res 
J of Broadcasting . 
J -of Communication 
Journalism Quar 
Public Opitf Quar 
Quar J of Speech 

^"Includes self-citations. 



Cites R$c'd/Cites Made 



1977 


1978 ' 


1979 


f 

X 


1977 


1978 


19J9 
*i ' 


X 




20.5 


20.2 


30.1 


• 23.8 

* 


'0.07 


0.11 


0.06 


V. 
0.089 




29.4. 


23.6' 


26.0' 


26.4 












24.2 


23:2 


27.1 


24.8 


0.15 


0.10 


0.16 


0.14 




29.3 


39.3 


37.7 


35.3 






0 






- 18. 1 


37.6 


.7.1 


24.2 


0.17 


*0.12 


0.25 


0.18 




11.9 


10.7 


11.4 


11.4 


0.18 


0.29 . 


0.34 


0.27 




18.0 
13.7 

r 


13.7 
18.7 


20.6 
12.3 


17.2 
15.1 


0.29 
1.82 


0.35 
0.88 


1 0.32i'^ 
1.33 


0.32 
1.34 




34.7 


35.0, 


31.6 


33.8 


0.17 


0.18 


0.2?,. 


0.21 





^Speech Monographs became Communication Monographs -after the 1975 volume. 
Data were merged where available and appropriate. 

3 Not covered by Social Science Citation Index . 
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Table 3.' Citation Ratios fjgt Nine Core Communication 
' Journals,£ot'1977^i979 



Core Journal 
Cites/All Cites 
made 

■? 


Self-Cites/ 

All core Journal 


<?p1 f-Cites/ 
All cites - 
made 


Journ/ 
year u 


.14 


• 09 


01 


10 


< .' 

.17 


.42 




21 


.11 


.27 


.03 


Q 
O 


.12 


.34 


\04 


11 


.13 


.3'4 


.04 


15 


^11* 


.35 

1 


.04 


• ' .18 


.20 


.70 * 


.14 


18 


.13 


.79 


.10 




.10 


.65 


.06 


• 12 



v 

Central States Spch J 
1 

Coma Mono /Spch Mono 

Communication Res 
2 

Human Comm Res 
J of Broadcasting 
J of Communication 
Journalism Quar 
Public Opin Quar 
Quar J of Speech 

Spee ch Monographs became flm-tmlcation Monographs after "the 1975 volume. 
Data were njerged where available and appropriate, 

^Not covered by Social Science Citati on Index. 1 

■ Joirnal; a value indicates that several volumes of the citing journal are . 
responsible for the overall number of citations. 
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Table 4. Impact* Statistics and Journal Half^Life for 
Nine Core Communication Journals 



Core Journals 
Cent States Spch J 

c 

Comm MonorSpcb Mono 
# 

s - 

Communication Res 
Human Comm Res 




1 

• * * 

1977 


- Impact 
1978 


Factor* 

4 

1979. 


X 


2 

DIF 


♦ Half 


4 

-life 
1979 




0.11 


0.24 


0.24 


0.20 


Q.27 






0.06 


0.02 


0.43 

< 


0.16 


0. o9 








0.70 


. 0.42 


0.£0 

* 


0.54 


0. 50 

1. 00 








'0.32 

* 


0.44. 


0.40 ' 


0.39 


0.55 




5.5 




0.39 


0.52 ' 


0.44* 


0.4*5 . 


.0.37 


4.0 


4.6 


4.3 


0.56 


0.28 


0.33 


0.29 • 


. 0.54 


' 8.9 


1.1 


8.3 


1.17 


0.78 


0.6& 


0.85 . 


0.49 


10 


10 • 


10 


0.42 


0.66 


0.6| 


^59 . 


0.85 


. ■ 6.4 


7.3 


6.8 



Ve IMPACT FACTOR measures the frequency with which the average cited article in a 
journal has been cited in a given year. This statistic is -computed for each Jo urnal, 
and is the ratio of the citations made to the last two yearsrof Journal J to the 
number of articles publish^ in those two" years. This yields an average number of 
citations per article. Th3s ratio tends to discount the advantage of large, es tab- N . 
lished, and frequently issued journals over those that are small (in terms of circu- 
lation), new, and issued fewer times per year. The higher the impact factor, the 
more likely it is that articles from a particular journal are being used by other 
scholars. 4 

2 ' " - 

Includes self-citations. 

3 For each journal J, the^ISCIPLINE IMPACT FACTOR (DIF) equals the number .of citations 
to 1975-1979 Issues of journal J made by 1977-1979 issues of all nine core communi- 
cation journals (including .Imitations) divided by the total -number of articles 
published in J during 1975-1979. s <,„'.' 

^JOURNAL- HALF-LIFE measures the historical importance of a journal, ^l****^*™ 1 ** 
for journal half-life is the number of journal publication years from the current year 
back whose articles account for 50% of the total citations received in a given year. 
A short-Balf-life implies that most citations to a particular journal were to the 
i£?EZ* years of the journal, whereas a longer half-life show, that recent cita- 
tions to a journal include older volumes of the journal. For example, a half-life or 
3.7 means that 50% of the citations to, a particular journal in a given years were to 
issues of the journal that are at least 3.7 years old, * 

" 5 Soeech Monographs became Communication Monographs after the 1975 volume. Data 
were merged where available and appropriate. 



6 Not covered by Social Science Citation Index . 
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i«X^- , *.Cote(jun^atioa Journals (197 7-19 m 



hi Polit Sci Rev . - 

Marketing Res 

* :exas Law Review 

oq Sociol Rev 

I Personality and 
Soc Psy 

'sych Bulletin 

un J Polit Sci 

Columbia 
Journalism Review/ 

I Appl Psych 

\m J Sociol 

\mer Psychol 

Zhild bevel 

Psych Rept 

Phil & Rhetoric 

S Spch Commun 

Media Law Reptr 

Journalism 
Educator 

Mass Coram Review ■ 

Journalism History 

P oli t Co mm 

Editor & Publ 

^^ic Relations 

ERJC lew 

99 



Total cites 
Received 



45 
23 
10 
19 

50 
18 
9 

10 
17 
8 
10 
16 
13 
22 
12 
11 

* 

20 
11 
14 
12 
49 

8- 



#• of source 
publications 

250, 
329 * 
143 
302 

943 
351 

206 * 



2 - 
DIF * X impact 



- -factor- 



Journal /year 
units * 



■Rank order by 
if of citations 



Rank order 
by DIF 



Rank order 
by IF 



239 
- 592 
323- 
467 
934 
2539 



.180 

.07&- 

.070 

.063' 

.053 
.051 
.044 

.042 
i029 
.\025 
.021 
.017 
.005 



,.1.98. 


5 


3 


1 


6 . 


1.27 


' '. 5 


4 


o 

I 


9/ 




■ * 


17 


2 




3.37 


i 


7 


i 

4 


9 
«• 










\ 


2.39 


m. no 

*v 12 


1 


5-' 


t A . 


3.67 


c 
J 


8 


6 


1 


-1.08 


o 


20 


7 


10 


0.16. 


4 


17 


8 


13 


1.58 


' 4 


9 


9 


7 


* 2.04 


A 
4 


21 


10 


5 


3.30 


o 
J 


17* 


11 

f 


3 




6 


10 


12 


8 


0. 25 


A 
4 


12 


13 ■ 


12 




3 , 


S 


• 




i 


* 3 


• 13 




•* 




1 


15 








1 


6 


•> 




f 


1 


15 








2 


11 


✓ 






1 


13 








6 


2 


• 


« 




2 


22 







23 



Foqprotes for Table 5 . • 



1 The JCR does .not reference the last nine jour/ials listed in the Table. 

2 ' u t . » t-ho nTqrTPLTNE IMPACT FACTOR (DIF) equals W number of citations to 1975-1979 issues of journal J 
S.wSES 9 iesues "of au"ore creation U»aS Undoing .eU-cltetioee) divided b y the tote! 



made by 1977-1979" issues of all nine core communication journals 
number of articles published in J during 1975-1979. 



3 ThP TMPAfT FACTOR measures the frequency with which the average cited article in a journal has been cited in a given 
fear ttL static TLX** f « eac!l journal, and is the ratio of the citations made to the last two years of 
"Tuvmlf' to^he number of Articles published in those two years. This yields an average number of citations per 
ar' S2£ ThS ratio tends to discount'the advantage of large, established, and *2^^JKtS"l£^ 
that are. small (in terms of. circulation) , new, and issued fewer times per year. The higher the impact factor, the 
more likely it is that articles from a particular journal are being used by other scholars. 

Ve journal/year unit is the~set of citations from one year for one journal. This index was developed to indicate 
TenTZrZl cited heavily by another journal in a single volume was having a d spro portionate effect on the DIP. 
A relatively low value indicates that .citations come from fewer volumes of the citing journal, a nign value indicates 
^hat several volumes .of the ci.ting journal are responsible, for the overall number of Stations. 



04 



erJc 
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Table 6. Matrix of Citations Made by^itations Received fox? Nine 
• Core Comaunication Journals 



Cited Journal 




(1977-1979) 
Cent States Spch J 
Comm Mono /Spch Mono 
Communication Res 
Human Coram Res 
J of Broadcasting 
J of Communication 
Journalism Quar 
Public Opin Quar 
-Quar J of Speech 



o 
cu 

CO 
03 

<y 

4J 
CO 
4J 

CO 

4J 

s 



a 

3 

o 

CO 

o 



o 
u 



CO 
(3 

o 



CO 

o 

3 



O 



0) 

2 



3 



00 



CO 
CO 

o 

CO 

o 
n 

P3 

4-1 
O 



O 



CO 

o 

•H 

I 



o 



Juar 


Quar 


?eech 


w 

• 

•H 


c 


w 


•H 
Q. 

o 


o 


iH 
2 


o 


>~> 


Jourr 


Publi 


VI 

3 
o* 


0 


8 


133 


11 


14 


104 


43 


44 


0 


13 


26 


31 


134 


33 


0 


104 


• 77 


3 


731^ 


sl27 


5 


22N 


. 224 s ; 


s. 0- 


5 


" cN 


.185 



a) Data from. the Social Science Citation Index were combined for the 
three available years^ (1977-1979). Values on the diagonal 
represent self-citation rates. . 

b) This value was extrapolated because^of missing data in" the Social 
Science Citation Index. 
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4 Fi$ura 1 

Rework Plot of Citation Ctaks B«tv«*n Nina Cot. Journal* la Co«nication 




Abbraviationa r 
yjJ - Quartarly JournaT'of 3©aach 
CSS J - Cantral Sucm Spaach\ Journal 

- Conanmication. Honograptt* 

■ ^ubao CoroiniCJition lasaarch 

■ Journal of CuiiM cation 

- Public Opinion Quart «rly 

- Journalism Quartarly 

- Journal of Broadcaatinf , 

- Coaawnication taaaatch 



Th. n.«ork plot «. don. -in, eh. HKO« cri«rU J^^^^S^ 
vilfcout arrova ara bi-diractional. 
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